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The three-part date which opens the inscription 
of Tonina Monument 69 begins with a clear 8 
Chicchan and G2 (A-B) (Figure 1).! The Haab 
part of the date has a sure coefficient of 18, but 
the month sign is ambiguous: it is certainly one of 
the month Ch’en, Yax, Zac, or Ceh, but the super- 
fix is not clear. Fortunately, however, this prob- 
lem is resolved by the presence at G of a Distance 
Number which leads forward to a second date, 6 
Ahaw 13 Kayab. The equation is as follows: 8 
Chicchan *18 Zac plus 5 uinals, 15 k’ins equals 6 
Ahaw 13 Kayab. Following this second date is an- 
other Distance Number, leading forward to a third 
date, 8 Ahaw 13 Xul. 

Given the fact that Glyph G2 is present in the 
first of these dates, and that this combination of 
tzolkin, Glyph G, and haab repeats only at inter- 


able Long Count position for this date. This of 
course means that all three dates of Tonina M.69 
can be securely positioned in the Long Count: 


A-C) 9.17.4.12.5 8 Chicchan 18 Zac G2 9.17.04.12.05 

G-Ha) +5.I>S DN, Add _ 5.15 

Hb-1) 9.17.5.0.0 6 Ahaw 13 Kayab 9.17.05.00.00 
+75 DN., Add _ 


Kb-L) 9.17.5.7.5 8 Chicchan 13 Xul 


From this scheme of dates, it can be seen that 
the middle date is in fact a hotun ending date. This 
is not specifically stated in the text, but the date 
has absolutely no explanatory text, a good indica- 
tion that a Period Ending text is being dealt with. 
There are thus two firm "anchors" with which to 


place these dates in the Long Count. 
vals of 460 years or so, there is only one reason- i 
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Figure 1. Tonina M.69. 
Drawing by Ian Graham 
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It is curious that while the "18 Zac” date at C of 
this text is not in a clear form, there is an unmis- 
takable "13 Zac” recorded at M. However, as a 
haab date, this "13 Zac" seems totally out of 
place, for all three dates of M.69 are recorded 
completely, and none of them includes a "13 Zac." 

This "13 Zac,” in fact, is in the position where 
we would expect it to be an explanation of the 
third date of M.69. It can be seen, both from the 
sum of the two Distance Numbers (13.0) and from 
the tzolkin positions of the first and last dates 
(both are 8 Chicchan), that the first and last dates 
are 260 days apart. One wonders if the "13 Zac” 
at M of this inscription could not be an expression 
of this fact. 


i 
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But enough, for the moment, of the "13 Zac.” 
What of the events recorded on M.69? The first 
date records the death (D) of a Tonina personage 
who is named at E (his name is transcribed in 
Thompson’s 1962 system as 367.561:122; the 
main sign is "sky"). In my proposed Tonina dynas- 
tic sequence (Mathews 1979), I have dubbed him 
“Ruler 7." 

As was said above, the second date is not accom- 
panied by any explanatory text. The passage which 
accompanies the third date begins with the "13 
Zac” expression. The glyph immediately following 
may also be part of the verbal portion of this pas- 
sage. The protagonist of this passage is again 
Ruler 7. This is curious, since he is recorded as 
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Figure 2. Tonina M.116. 
Drawing by Jan Graham 
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having died 260 days earlier. Presumably, the 
third passage of M.69 records some sort of memo- 
rial service to, or the burial of, Ruler 7. 

The suggestion that "13 Zac" represents the pe- 
riod of 260 days rests on very shaky ground when 
only one example is seen. There is, however, a 
possible second example at Tonina: this occurs on 
M.116 (Figure 2). This monument, sadly, is bro- 
ken and badly chipped, so the inscription is incom- 
plete. 

At pD-pE of M.116 is the expression "forward, 
13 Zac." This is puzzling, for no tzolkin date ac- 


companies the 13 Zac. Immediately after the 13 
Zac, however, is recorded a Calendar Round date, 
5 Ix 12 ? Unfortunately the month is not clear: it 
certainly was Ch’en, Yax, Zac, or Ceh, but the su- 
perfix is broken off. This is in turn followed by an- 
other 5 Ix (pH). I think a reasonable interpretation 
of this could be: 


" (by) 260 days (from) 5 Ix 12 ? (to) 5 
Ix..." 


Although this text is so badly broken that it 
would be rash to draw too firm a conclusion from 
it, it is noteworthy that it records another "13 
Zac" which seems totally out of place as a month 
sign, but where an interpretation as "260 days” is 
entirely feasible. 


Notes 


1. This essay was originally distributed in manu- 
script form as Maya Glyph Notes, No. 8 in Octo- 
ber 1979. We here make it more widely available - 
| -- Khristaan D. Villela, editor. 


| 


http://www.mayainfo.org/works/corrections.asp 


| I think 13 Zac (Sak’) is more likely referring to one of these dates: 


| 9.17.4.12.0 3 Ajaw 13 Sak' 6 August 25, 775 CE 
9.17.5.12.5 4 Chikchan 13 Sak' 2 August 24, 776 CE 


(Sak') to mean 260 days. 
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} The first distance number in the math should be 5.15, not 5.1.5. This is noted correctly in the text. The rest of the math appears correct. 


The first is 5 days before the first date listed in the article (9.17.4.12:5). The second is 100 days after the last date listed (9.17.5.7.5). | 
think it is more likely that there is a shift to another date without an intervening distance number or a full date given than it is for 13 Zac 


